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RESPONSE 7]r> ^Oq^ 

In response to the Office Action mailed April 1 1 , 2002, Applicant responds 
as follows. 



REMARKS 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for the withdrawal of the drawing objections, 
and submits corrected drawings herewith in accordance with paragraph 1 of the 
Office Action. A copy of the Communication to Chief Draftsman is also enclosed, 
the original of which, along with the Formal Drawings, is being sent on even date 
herewith to the attention of the Chief Draftsman. 

In response to paragraph 4 of the Office Action, the Examiner is correct in 
the determination of an error. Applicant did intend to cancel claims 10 and 11, not 
claims'9 and 10. 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for the withdrawal of the rejections under § 

112. 



Rejections under 35 USC $102 
Claim 1 was rejected under 35 USC § 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
Laguna Valderrama, US Patent No. 5,81 1,060. Applicant traverses this rejection. 



